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SUMMARY  ON  THE  82nd  CONGRESS 

PART  I 

(To  be  continued  in  a  later  Newsletter) 

The  Eighty-second  Congress  is  nearing  the  half-way  mark  and  expects  to  adjourn  sometime  in 
October,  At  this  writing,  action  has. not  yet  been  completed  on  measures  including  approp¬ 
riations  for  international  organizations,  military  and  economic  aid  (except  wheat  for 
India),  military  defense,  technical  assistance,  nor  the  International  Children's  Emer¬ 
gency  Fund, 

No  Congressional  action  has  been  taken  on  ratification  of  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty,  the 
proposed  military  alliance  between  the  United  States  and  Japan,  the  admission  of  Greece 
and  Turkey  into  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization,  on  joining  the  International  Trade 
I  Organization,  on  federal  aid  to  education,  on  most  civil  liberties  measures,  on  world 
government,  on  disarmament  resolutions,  on  amnesty  for  conscientious  objectors,  nor  on 
appropriation  of  the  frozen  fund  earned  by  conscientious  objectors  for  some  worthy  purpose 
such  as  the  CARE  book  fund. 

In  the  first  eight  months,  through  August  31 >  out  of  8,6l9  bills  and  resolutions  intro¬ 
duced  in  both  Houses,  only  138  public  bills  had  been  enacted  into  lawj  239  private  bills 
gave  redress  to  some  individual j  and  277  simple  resolutions,  many  of  a  routine,  procedural 
character,  were  adopted.  There  were  228  time-consuming,  if  not  time  killing,  quorum  calls 
in  the  Senate  and  8U  in  the  House. 

This  period  has  been  characterized  by  the  deepening  of  the  cold  war  between  countries  domi- 
nated  by  the  Soviet  tJnion  and  frtiat  is  usually  referred  to  as  the  "free  world,"  led  by  the 
United  States,  Witness  the  failure  to  achieve  a  truce  in  the  Korean  war 3  the  tendency  on 
the  part  of  the  State  Department,  the  Administration  and  the  Congress  increasingly  to  sub¬ 
stitute  armed  force  and  the  threat  of  force  for  the  process  of  diplomacy;  the  pyramiding 
of  defense  expenditures  coupled  with  an  illusory  economic  prosperity  with  temporary  full 
employment;  the  acceptance  of  peacetime  conscription  through  Selective  Service  for  the 
next  four  years  but  with  universal  military  training  yet  to  be  acted  upon. 

Much  of  the  debate  has  been  with  an  eye  cocked  toward  advantage  in  the  1952  elections.  So 
far  Congress  has  done  little  to  discipline  the  conduct  of  its  members,  whether  for  election 
irregularities  and  misrepresentation  as  in  the  campaign  of  Senator  John  Marshall  Butler  in 
Maryland  to  defeat  Senator  Millard  E.  Tydings,  or  in  the  unproven  accusations  against 
various  people  by  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy  of  Wisconsin, 

On  the  former,  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Rules  Committee  held  hearings  and  filed  a  unani¬ 
mous  report  (Senate  Report  61i7)  condemning  some  of  the  election  activities  in  behalf  of 
Senator  Butler,  Senator  Margaret  Chase  Snith  of  Maine  spoke  out  bravely  on  the  Senate 
floor  against  McCarthy's  tactics.  Senator  William  Benton  of  Connecticut  introduced 
S,  Res,  187 »  calling  for  the  expulsion  of  Senator  McCarthy,  which  is  the  subject  of  hearings 
before  the  Senate  Privileges  and  Elections  Subcommittee. 

Prophetic  voices  have  been  few  and  far  between,  timid,  vacillating,  and  usually  compro- 
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raised  by  contradictory  speeches  and  votes.  Occasionally  someone  has  cried  out  for  care¬ 
ful  examination  of  expenditures  and  some  slight  measure  of  economy,  particularly  for  the 
civilian  activities  of  the  federal  government.  The  economizing,  however,  has  come  at 
such  anomalous  places  as:  loaning  wheat  instead  of  granting  it  out  of  our  abundance  to  a 
starving  India  while  voting  billions  of  military  and  economic-military  aid  to  our  allies} 
cutting  down  our  proportion  of  financing  United  Nations  organizations}  refusing  substan¬ 
tial  funds  for  the  National  Science  Foundation,  and  granting  no  appropriations  so  far  for 
the  International  Children's  Emergency  Fund*  Little  has  been  done  on  constructive  alter¬ 
natives  to  rearmament  or  on  the  growing  menace  of  inflation. 

The  session  has  been  high  lighted  by  the  investigative  hearings  (1)  before  the  joint 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  and  Armed  Services  Committees  on  the  dismissal  of  General  Douglas 
ilacArthur  and  the  trends  in  our  far  eastern  policy,  and  (2)  the  probe  on  crime  and 
racketeering  held  by  the  special  committee  headed  by  Senator  Estes  Kefauver.  Not  so  much 
in  the  news  is  the  more  c^uiet  plodding  work  of  many  of  the  fifteen  standing  committees  of 
the  Senate  and  nineteen  of  the  House,  in  addition  to  select  and  special  committees. 

Even  with  its  limitations  and  its  creaking  machinery,  we  should  be  profoundly  grateful  to 
be  living  in  a  democracy  and  ask  ourselves  Trtiat  part  we  have  played  to  make  the  democratic 
process  work,  all  the  way  from  our  own  precinct  up  to  an  eventual  government  for  the  world, 

MILITARY-ECONOMIC  AID 

Senate-House  conferees  on  September  27  reached  final  agreement  on  providing  $7,U83,U00,000 
in  a  foreign  aid  bill  which  now  awaits  final  action  in  both  Houses.  This  aid  would  be  ad¬ 
ministered  by  a  White  House  executive  who  will  be  head  of  the  Mutual  Security  Agency  irtiich 
is  to  replace,  the  Economic  Cooperation  Administration,  The  emphasis  in  foreign  aid  is  to 
be  sharply  focused  on  military  and  rearmament  purposes  with  the  Pentagon  conducting  mili¬ 
tary  assistance,  the  State  Department  continuing  Point  Four  technical  assistance,  and  the 
Mutual  Security  Agency  replacing  ECA’ s  administration  of  economic  help,  largely  in  support 
of  rearmament  abroad.  Military  funds  may  be  used  for  acquisition  and  construction  of 
bases  and  other  facilities  as  well  for  munitions. 

This  conference  report  authorizes  $5,028,000,000  for  military  aid  to  Europe,  and 
$1,022,000,000  economic  aid  with  a  provision  that  up  to  ten  percent  of  either  category  may 
be  transferred  to  the  other.  To  the  Middle  East  and  Africa  was  allocated  $390,250,000  of 
military  aid  and  $160,000,000  economic  aid}  to  Asia  and  the  Pacific  area,  except  Korea, 
$535,250,000  military  aid  and  $237,500,000  of  economic  aid}  Korean  reconstruction  would 
get  $U5,000,000}  and  the  Latin-American  Republics  would  receive  $38,150,000  of  military  and 
$21,250,000  of  economic  aid.  Point  Four  technical  assistance  for  raising  the  standard  of 
living,  health  and  education  for  two-thirds  of  the  human  race,  who  can't  eat  guns,  would 
receive  no  specified  amount  under  this  bill,  but  the  figure  of  $85  million  was  recommended 
in  testimony  for  such  assistance. 

The  final  version  of  the  bill  providing  aid.  for  India  (Public  Law  U8)  calied  for  a  loan  of 
$190,000,000  to  purchase  two  million  tons  of  wheat.  The  Economic  Cooperation  Administration 
was  directed  to  try  to  obtain  T/diat  strategic  materials  might  be  secured  in  connection  with 
repayment  agreements.  Nearly  one  million  tons  of  the  United  States  food  loan  will  have 
reached  India  by  the  end  of  1931,  and  it  is  planned  that  the  remaining  900,000  tons  will 
arrive  by  April  of  next  year. 

DISARMAMENT 

In  spite  of  President  Truman' s  appeal  before  the  United  Nations  General  A  ssembly  last 
October  calling  for  efforts  for  "foolproof  disarmament,"  practically  an  the  emphasis  in 
the  Administration,  in  the  Department  of  State  and  in  Congress  has  been  on  a  sky-rocketing 
program  of-  rearmament. 
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Senator  Brien  Md^ahon  and  Representative  Abraham  A.  Ribicoff  last  spring  initiated  a  resolu¬ 
tion  sponsored  by  other  members  of  Congress  declaring  the  friendship  of  the  American  people 
for  the  Russian  people,  and  seeking  to  separate  the  desires  of  the  Russian  populace  from 
the  present  aggressive  policy  of  the  Kremlin,  This  was  passed  June  26th  and  later  was 
transmitted  by  President  Truman  to  Chairman  Shvemik  Of  the  Presidium  of  the  Soviet  Union, 
asking  for  its  publication  in  the  Soviet  press. 

Many  Propose  Disarmament 

During  the  past  four  months,  three  resolutions  have  been  introduced  calling  for  universal 
disarmament  and  for  economic  aid  to  underdeveloped  countries.  The- first  and  briefest  of 
these  was  introduced  in  the  House  on  June  1$  by  Representative  Franklin  D,  Roosevelt,  Jr. 
of  New  York,  The  Roosevelt  resolution,  H.  Con,  Res,  122,  resolves  that  United  States 
foreign  policy  include  the  objectives  of  "obtaining  agreements  for  effective  and  enforce¬ 
able  \iniversal  and  total  disarmament.  .  of  making  such  disarmament  enforceable  by  grantr 
ing  to  the  United  Nations  power  to  enact,  interpret  and  enforce  with  respect  to  such  dis¬ 
armament,  laws  binding  upon  nations  and  individuals  and  power  to  enforce  such  disaimaraent 
by  United  Nations  continued  inspection  and  control,"  The  resolution  further  would  provide 
tnat  the  United  States  initiate  a  world-wide  cooperative  program  for  economic  reconstruc¬ 
tion  and  development,  to  be  channeled  through  the  U  N. 

On  August  20,  Senator  Ralph  E,  Flanders  of  Vermont  introduced  S.  Con,  Res,  U2  which  now  has 
the  backing  of  23  other  Senators,  proposing  that  "it  be  the  declared  purpose  of  this 
country  to  achieve  international  disarmament,  •  setting  forth  a  series  of  steps  for 
achieving  this  purpose,  and  then  advocating  the  use  of  energies  thereby  released  to  assist 
others  to  develop  their  resources. 

Copies  of  the  Roosevelt  and  Flanders  resolutions  and  accompanying  statements  have  been 
nailed  to  readers  of  the  FCNL  Newsletters  from  the  offices  of  the  respective  members  of 
Congress, 

On  September  18,  Senator  Brien  Mc^iahon  of  Connecticut  introduced  S.  Con,  Res,  i;7  sponsored 
also  by  Senators  Fulbright,  Gillette,  Morse,  Sparkman  and  others,  and  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  by  Representative  W.  Sterling  Cole  of  New  York  (H.  Con,  Res,  160),  Melvin 
Price  of  Illinois  (H,  Con.  Res,  l6l),  Henry  M,  Jackson  of  Washington  (H.  Con,  Res,  162), 
and  Abraham  A,  Ribicoff  of  Connecticut  (H,  Con,  Res,  163),  This  resolution  was  part  of  a 
major  speech  by  Senator  McMahon  advocating  a  shift  from  spending  billion  on  atomic 
weapons  to  not  less  than  $6  billion,  as  a  deterrent  to  war.  Thus  he  would  deter  war  by  mass 
production  of  atomic  frightfulness,  "There  is  virtually  no  limit  and  no  limiting  factor 
^  upon  the  number  of  A-bombs  which  the  United  States  can  manufacture,  given  time  and  given  a 
decision  to  proceed  all-out,"  Such  a  program,  the  Senator  argued,  would  mean  a  major  re¬ 
duction  in  the  tens  of  billions  of  dollars  we  woiold  otherwise  spend  on  conventional 
armaments. 

Then,  Senator  McMahon  went  on  to  say,  having  bought  time  with  atomic  weapons,  the  American 
people  should  use  "time  to  win  the  Russian  people  to  our  side,  .  .  ,  I  believe  that  if  we 
talk  peace,  the  people  of  the  earth  will  believe  us.  One  place  to  talk  peace  is  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,  scheduled  to  meet  next  November  in  Paris.  There 
let  us  galvanize  the  world  through  the  boldness  and  sincerity  of  our  insistence  upon  a 
fresh  attack  against  the  twin  evils  of  our  time  —  poverty  and  war.  .  .  ,  Let  us 
proclaim  that  —  if  Stalin  Tdll  only  agree  to  a  fool-proof  plan  for  the  curbing  of  arma¬ 
ments  —  we  stand  ready  to  join  with  all  other  peoples  in  using  large  portions  of  our 
defense  monies  in  a  war  against  want," 
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Will  we  ever  have  any  effective  leadership  for  world  disarmament  so  long  as  Senators  and 
Presidents  go  all  out  for  rearmament  and  once  in  a  long  while  talk  of  disarmament?  Can 
figs  be  gathered  from  thistles  and  grapes  from  thorns?  The  military  appetite  for  men, 
money  and  power  is  insatiable.  The  original  military  requests  for  this  year  are  said  to 
have  been  over  $100  billion.  Secretary  Marshall  talked  of  a  military  establishment  of 
four  million  men,  and  Representative  Bolton  predicated  her  nurses  aid  bill  on  an  e  stimate 
of  five  million  men  and  women  under  arms  by  195h* 

What  Are  You  Doing  to  Push  Disarmament? 

Readers  of  this  Newsletter  are  urged  to  write  to  the  sponsors  of  these  resolutions,  iin- 
courage  them  to  go  forward  more  resolutely  and  v/hole-heartedly,  Yifrite  to  Senator  Tom 
Connally,  Chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  Representative  James  P. 
Richards,  Chairman  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  and  other  members  of  these  two 
committees,  asking  for  hearings  on  these  resolutions  and  favorable  action  by  their  res¬ 
pective  committees. 


Of  course,  rearmament  is  a  symptom  of  a  world  still  at  war  in  Korea;  of  a  world  that  fears 
further  aggression  from  the  Soviet  Union  or  her  satellites;  of  a  United  Nations  receiving 
the  crumbs  of  political,  moral  and  financial  support  from  its  member  nations;  of  a  globe 
where  hunger;  population  pressures,  unequal  distribution  of  resources,  and  other  tensions 
are  played  upon  by  totalitarian  appeals.  But  universal  disarmament  must  come  as  an 
essential  clement  in  any  durable  peace. 


Sponsors  of  Disarmament  Resolutions 


Ralph  E.  Flanders,  Vt, 

James  0,  Lastland,  Miss, 

Guy  M.  Gillette,  Iowa 
Robert  C.  Hendrickson,  N.J, 
Thomas  C.  Hennings,  Jr,,  Mo, 
Lister  Hill,  Ala, 

Hubert  H,  Humphrey,  Minn, 
Lester  C.  Hunt,  Wj’-o, 


S.  Con,  Res,  U2 
Irving  M.  Ives,  N.  Y, 
William  Danger,  N,  D, 
Herbert  H,  Lehman,  N,  Y. 
Warren  G,  Magnuson,  Wash, 
Edward  Martin,  Penna, 
Wayne  Morse,  Ore, 

Karl  E.  Mundt,  3,  D, 
Richard  M,  Nixon,  Calif, 


A.  Willis  Robertson,  Va, 
H.  Alexander  Smith,  N,  J. 
Margaret  Chase  Smith,  Me. 
John  J.  Sparkman,  Ala, 
John  G.  Stennis,  Miss. 
Edward  J,  Thyc,  Minn, 
Charles  W.  Tobey,  N.  H. 
Kenneth  S.  Wherry,  Nebr, 


Brien  McMahon,  Conn. 
William  Benton,  Conn, 

J.  William  Fulbright,  Ark, 
Guy  M.  Gillette,  Iowa 


S.  Con,  Res.  U7 

Robert  C.  Hendrickson,  N.J.  Wayne  Morse,  Ore. 
Lister  Hill,  Ala.  James  E.  Murray,  Mont, 

Herbert  K.  Lehman,  N.  Y,  John  J,  Sparkman,  Ala, 

Blair  Moody,  Mich, 


*  House  Concurrent  Resolutions 

122  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  Jr,,  N,  Y,;  160  W,  Sterling  Cole,  N.  Y.;  161  Melvin 

Price,  Ill,;  162  Henry  M.  Jackson,  Wash,;  163  Abraham  A.  Ribicoff,  Conn. 


THREE  PACIFIC  AREA  TREATIES  BEFORE  SEiNATE  FOR  RATIFICATION 

Perhaps  the  most  important  political  event  of  the  past  month  was  the  signing  of  three  inter¬ 
related  treaties  at  San  Francisco,  all  of  irtiich  go  eventually  to  the  Senate  for  ratifica¬ 
tion.  The  peace  treaty  with  Japan,  on  which  John  Foster  Dulles  worked  for  so  many  months, 
was  signed  by  U8  out  of  the  5i  nations  formerly  at  war  with  Japan,  A  second  treaty  was 
a  military  alliance  —  a  mutual  defense  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Japan,  The 
third  was  another  alliance  —  a  mutual  defense  agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
Australia  and  New  Zealand. 
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Terms  of  the  Treaties 

The  Japanese  Peace  Treaty  forces  Japan  to  renounce  all  claims  to  Korea,  Formosa,  Southern 
Sakhalin,  the  Kurile  Islands,  the  former  League  Mandated  Islands,  the  Antarctic  area,  and 
agrees  to  acquiesce  in  United  States  trusteeship  under  the  United  Nations  of  the  Ryuku 
Islands,  including  Okinawa,  the  Bonin  Islands,  the  Marianas,  Marshall  and  Caroline  Islands; 
The  treaty  calls  for  the  withdrawal  of  occupation  troops  within  90  days  after  the  agreement 
goes  into  effect,  and  at  the  same  time  leaves  the  door  open  for  them  to  return  by  guaran¬ 
teeing  Japan  the  right  to  "voluntarily  enter  into  collective  security  arrangements",  which 
makes  possible  the  continuation  of-  United  States  bases  and  troops  in  Japan,  More  con¬ 
ciliatory  aspects  of  the  peace  proposal  provide  for  the  reestablishment  of  political  and 
economic  relations  with  the  Allied  Powers;  clears  the  way  for  Japanese  entrance  into  the 
United  Nations;  and  sets  forth  the  obligation  of  Japan  to  make  reparations  to  countries 
suffering  war  damage  like  the  Philippines  "by  making  available  the  services  of  the 
Japanese  people  in  production,  salvaging  and  other  work." 

The  Security  Treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Japan  gives  America  the  right  "to  dis¬ 
pose  United  States  land,  air  and  sea  forces  in  and  about  Japan^"  These  forces  may  be  used 
not  only  to  maintain  "the  security  of  Japan  against  armed  attack  from  without,"  but  also 
their  use  includes  "assistance  given  at  the  express  request  of  the  Japanese  Government  to 
put  •do?m  large-scale  internal  riots  and  disturbances  in  Japan,  caused  through  instigation 
or  intervention  by  an  outside  Power  or  Powers,"  Through  this  pact,  Japan  also  agrees  not 
to  grant,  without  the  conset  of  the  United  States,  "any  bases  or  any  rights,  powers  or 
authority  whatsoever,  in  or  relating  to  bases  or  the  right  of  garrison  or  of  maneuver,  or 
transit  of  ground,  air  or  naval  forces  to  any  third  power,"  There  was  no  ceiling  in  the 
treaty  regarding  the  number  or  character  of  American  forces  or  installations.  In  a  letter 
from  the  Prime  Minister  of  Japan  to  Dean  Acheson,  Japan  has  also  agreed  to  make  its 
facilities  available  to  any  forces  engaged  in  United  Nations  military  action. 

The  Tripartite  Security  Treaty  between  Australia,  New  Zealand  and  the  United  States  was 
signed  a  week  before  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty,  and  was  a  stipulated  condition  by  the 
Commonwealth  islands,  before  they  would  agree  to  sign  the  Peace  Treaty.  This  three-way 
agreement  guarantees  that  each  nation  will  come  to  the  assistance  of  the  others  in  case  of 
aggression  against  any  of  the  parties  to  the  treaty.  The  security  pact  makes  it  clear  that 
this  is  just  one  part  of  a  comprehensive  mutual  defense  system  to  be  worked  out  in  the 
Pacific  area.  The  United  States  has  already  included  the  Philippines  and  Japan  in  this 
defense  network  through  separate  treaties. 

Not  everyone  agrees  as  to  the  ultimate  soundness  of  the  Japanese  Peace  Treaty.  The  Japa¬ 
nese  peace 

treaty,  signed  six  years  after  the  Japanese  surrender,  has  been  widely  hailed  as  a  "peace 
of  reconciliation."  The  Christian  Century  views  the  agreement  as  "one  of  the  most  gallant 
efforts  to  give  a  new  and  more  hopeful  direction  to  international  affairs  since  the 
other  conference"  in  San  Francisco  when  the  United  Nations  was  formed.  It  is  true  that, 
under  the  terms  of  this  treaty,  Japan  is  allowed  to  revitalize  her  economy,  trade  more 
freely  and  her  reparations  obligations  to  other  countries  are  light.  But  the  treaty  has 
serious  limitations  which  ought  to  be  squarely  faced  now. 

Treaty  is  violation  of  Japanese  Constitution,  say  Japanese  women.  A  group  of  prominent 

Japanese  women,  active 

in  the  Japanese  Association  of  University  Women,  the  League  of  Women  Voters  of  Japan,  the 
Japanese  Women’s  Christian  Temperance  Union,  the  Japan  Young  Women’s  Christian  Association 
and  the  Japan  Democratic  Women’s  League,  addressed  an  appeal  on  August  15  to  John  Foster 
Dulles.  In  it  they  point  out  that  the  proposed  peace  treaty  "includes  terms  which  are 
against  the  ideals  and  objectives  of  the  new  Japan  and  tend  to  compel  our  nation  to 
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violate  its  own  constitution,  and  at  the  same  time  to  discourage  our  friendship  and  cooper¬ 
ation  with  Ccxfinunist  China  and  all  other  countries  of  Asia.” 

These  women  assert  that  the  attitude  of  the  Yoshida  cabinet  in  signing  the  treaty  by  no 
means  reflects  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  nation.  Their  first  recommendation  is 
that  they  be  allowed  to  retain  the  renunciation  of  war  in  their  constitution: 

'•The  ideal  of  an  unarmed  state  of  absolute  peace  renouncing  war  in  its  constitution 
is  something  which  has  been  earned  at  the  great  cost  of  the  war.  This  ideal  is  the 
sole  motivating  force  and  reason  for  existence  of  new  Japan,  If  we  fail  to  acccmip- 
lish  this  idea,  we  shall  lose  the  significance  of  our  existence  as  a  nation  and 
this  will  mean  our  spiritual  destruction.  Even  a  defensive  war  would  lead  to  this 
same  disaster.” 

The  second  recommendation  is  that  Japan  be  allowed  to  remain  a  neutral  zone  as  between  mili¬ 
tary  alliances  involving  either  the  United  States  or  the  Soviet  bloc.  Mentioning  India, 
Pakistan  and  Burma,  they  say: 

"The  strengthening  of  this  third  power  through  goodwill  and  cooperation  among  Asiatic 
countries  will  save  the  crisis  of  Asia  and  of  the  world," 

On  reparations  they  declare: 

"It  is  only  reasonable  that  Japan  should  pay  indemnity  for  the  damages  old  Japan  has 
inflicted  upon  the  Asiatic  countries  by  her  aggression.^ 

In  the  fourth  place,  these  Japanese  women  raise  the  age-old  question,  whether  armaments 
bring  peace  or  war: 

"It  is  needless  to  repeat  that*  Janan's  rearmament,  the  United  States  -  Japan  Security 
Pact,  and  other  military  agreements  are  all  in  violation  of  the  peaceful  principle 
of  our  constitution.  A  series  of  these  agreements  which  are  prepared  with  the  antici¬ 
pation  or  the  assumption  of  Russian  aggression  and  taking  advantage  of  its  threat, 
defeat  their  purposes  as  they  tend  to  accelerate  the  tension  between  the  two  powers 
in  Japan  and  in  the  Far  East,  Men  have  experienced  already  that  armament  for  peace 
is  nothing  but  preparation  for  war.  TWe  believe  that  humanity,  deep-rooted  in  the 
iruih,  is  far  stronger  than  a  million  armies  or  any  modem  arms.  We  hope  to  achieve 
world  peace  and  security  through  the  reorganization  of  the  United  Nations,  which  is 
our  symbol  of  the  conscience  of  the  world,,,." 

And  last,  they  are  alarmed  at  the  economic  implications  of  having  their  prosperity  tied  to 
a  United  States  armament  program, 

"...  The  militaristic  nature  of  this  pact  cannot  be  concealed  so  long  as  its  very 
nature  means  adoption  and  cooperation  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  and 
assistance  in  her  enormous  military  program.  To  our  regret  we  cannot  expect  from 
such  a  pact  any  revival  of  peaceful  industry,  reopening  of  trade  with  Asiatic 
countries,  and  higher  standards  of  living  for  the  general  public." 

These  women  are  not  alone  in  criticizing  the  peace  treaty’ s  allowance  for  the  rearming  of 
Japan,  Many  question  whether  Japan  can  be  rearmed  without  reviving  the  old  nationalistic, 
militaristic  group  that  brought  Japan  to  her  ruin  in  the  'thirties.  Even  Prime  Minister 
Yoshida,  who  negotiated  the  treaty  for  Japan,  has  stated  that,  ihile  it  is  up  to  the 
Japanese  people  to  decide  whether  or  not  they  wish  to  rearm,  he  will  not  take  the  leader¬ 
ship  in  subh  a  program. 


Can  the  Japanese  build  up  a  stable  economy  without  increasing  trade  and  cooperation  with 
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other  Asiatic  countries?  In  addition  to  the  above,  a  serious  weakness  is  present  in  the 

San  Francisco  agreement  in  that  neither  the  Soviet  Union,  the 
present  Chinese  government  at  Peiping,  nor  India  has  signed  it.  Thus,  three  of  the 
largest  Asiatic  nations  are  outside  the  settlement,  although  the  Indian  government  declared 
that  it  was  ready  to  sign  a  separate  pact.  The  Soviet  Union  was  invited  to  the  San 
Frpxcisco  Conference  but  obstructed  it  and  refused  to  sign  the  treaty,  YThiie  the  treaty 
leaves  unanswered  the  question  of  Chinese-Japanese  relations,  allowing  Japan  to  decide  this 
difficult  question  for  herself,  fifty-six  United  States  Senators  gave  notice  on  September 
13  that  they  expected  Japan  not  to  recognize  Communist  China, 

What  will  be  the  psychological  effect  in  the  Orient  of  prolonged  United  States  occupation 
and  fortification  of  Japan  proper  and  of  the  smaller  Japanese  islands?  Another  criticism 

which  Yoshida 

makes  of  the  treaty  is  in  regard  to  the  Ryukyu,  Bonin  and  Southern  Kurile  Islands,  The 
Ryukyu  and  Bonin  Islands  are  now  occupied  by  the  United  States,  and  our  government  will 
petition  the  United  Nations  for  a  trusteeship;  the  Southern  Kuriles  are  now  occupied  by 
the  U,S,S,R,  The  Prime  Minister  has  protested  against  being  forced  to  give  up  this  land 
which  the  Japanese  claim  was  not  obtained  through  aggression,  and  the  inhabitants  have 
expressed  the  desire  to  be  a  part  of  Japan,  Japan  has  nothing  to  say  about  the  terms, 
length  or  possible  termination  of  United  States  trusteeship  over  the  Ryukyu  and  Bonin 
Islands  nor  the  fortification  of  Okinawa, 

To  assure  the  safety  of  the  United  States,  a  balance  of  power  treaty  was  signed  with  Japan 
to  counterbalance  the  present  aggressive  thrust  of  Russia  in  Asia,  To  ease  the  fears  of 
Asia  about  a  rearmed  Japan,  the  United  States  formed  a  military  alliance  with  Australia 
and  New  Zealand, 

i 

i 

I  And  so  the  rearmament  merry-go-round  goes  on  unchecked.  Defenders  of  the  treaties  claim 

I  that  a  defenseless  Japan  would  be  an  invitation  to  Soviet  infiltration  if  not  attack  ,  and 

I  that  if  the  economic  power  of  Japan  were  added  to  that  of  Russia  and  Communist  China  the 
combination  would  be  invincible  in  the  Orient  and  no  other  Asiatic  country  could  remain  out 
of  their  totalitarian  orbit.  But  the  question  remains  whether  the  most  serious  threat  of 
communism  is  from  military  aggression,  or  from  an  impoverished  Asia  now  in  the  midst  of 
profound  revolutionary  changes  toward  which  the  communists  are  directing  their  incessant 
propaganda  —  an  Asia  that  must  be  generously  aided  economically  and  technically  if  the 
people  are  to  achieve  any  real  and  permanent  stability? 


*«*•«•** 

PERSONAL 
Present  Staff 

E,  Raymond  Wilson,  who  has  devoted  22  years  to  peace  work  and  successfully  avoided  occu¬ 
pational  hazards  of  such  a  career,  this  summer  found  himself  victim  of 
one  of  Washington’s  popular  afflictions, *a  duodenal  ulcer.  He  spent  the  summer  quietly  at 
his  home  in  Pennsylvania,  but  has  resumed  work  in  Washington  on  a  somewhat  restricted 
schedule.  Necessarily,  he  will  be  deprived  of  one  of  his  joys  —  the  strenuous  speaking 
and  traveling  among  Friends  and  others  ~  though  this  will  be  resumed  after  proper  care 
and  diet  have  restored  him  to  normal  health# 

Jeanette  Hadley  continues  as  special  assistant  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 

Robert  Gnegy  is  in  charge  of  office  finance  and  mailing, 

Carol  Thompson,  of  Kensington,  Maryland,  will  serve  as  secretary  to  the  Associate  Secretary, 
Zoe  Mikva  is  the  office  staff  member  working  for  the  next  few  months  on  U  M  T# 
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Former  Staff 

C»  Lloyd  Bailey,  for  three  years  Associate  Secretary  of  the  FCNL,  has  resigned  to  become 
Director  of  the  National  Citizens  Committee  for  United  Nations  Day,  He 
assumed  his  new  duties  at  8l6  Twenty-first  Street,  N.  W,,  Washington  6,  D,  C,  on  October  1, 
His  successor  in  the  FCNL  has  not  yet  been  chosen.  | 

Barbara  S,  Grant,  who  directed  the  seminar  program  for  the  American  Friends  Service  Com¬ 
mittee  and  served  as  legislative  information  secretary  for  the  FCNL, 
left  on  July  first  to  work  full  time  for  the  AFSC, 

Alice  Stout,  former  office  finance  secretary,  is  teaching  school  near  her  home  at  Quinter, 
Kansas, 

Eppie  Umeki,  who  has  been  Lloyd  Bailey’s  secretary,  leaves  in  October  to  enter  Antioch 
College  at  Yellow  Springs,  Ohio. 

Edward  Beals  worked  during  the  past  summer  on  mailing  lists  and  office  finance  records.  On 
September  21  he  was  sentenced  to  three  years  in  federal  prison  because  of  his 
conscientious  convictions  as  a  Quaker  against  registering  for  the  Selective  Service  draft 
when  he  became  18  years  old.  A  former  resident  of  Wichita,  Kansas,  he  graduated  from 
Scattergood  School,  West  Branch,  Iowa  last  spring. 

The  American  Friends  Service  Committee  Washington  staff  will  include:  Marilyn  Joslin  in 

charge  of  Washington  seminars,  and 
Marcella  Rothman  will  be  associated  with  her.  Irene  Osborne  will  be  working  on  race  rela- 
tions  with  additional  staff  not  yet  appointed. 


The  FCl'Hi  hopes  to  move  in  a  month  or  two  to  a  house  on  Capitol  Hill  near  the  Senate  Office 
Building  and  the  Union  Station,  recently  purchased  by  the  Friends  Meeting  of  Washington. 
This  should  give  reacfy  access  to  committee  hearings,  debates  in  Congress,  the  document 
rooms,  the  Library  of  Congress,  and  the  offices  of  Senators  and  Representatives.  This 
house,  to  be  occupied  by  the  FCNL  and  AFSC  Washington  renresentatives,  is  at  lOU  C  Street, 
N.  E,,  Washington  2,  D,  C, 
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United  States  PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES  OF  THE  82^CONGRESS,  FIRST  SESSION 
0/  America 


The  Place  of  Point  4  in  American  Foreign  Policy 


SPEECH 

or 

HON.  ROBERT  S.  KERR 

or  OKLAHOMA 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Friday,  June  15, 1951 
Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  on  May  24 
the  President  sent  to  the  Congress  a  mes¬ 
sage  outlining  his  proposals  for  a  mutual 
security  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1952. 
Its  total  estimated  cost  is  $8,500,000,000, 
which,  when  added  to  our  own  large 
military  expenditures,  establishes  a  rec¬ 
ord  peacetime  high  for  our  security 
budget. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  we  must 
build  up  our  own  military  strength.  We 
must  build  up  a  strong  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  army  under  General  Eisenhower. 
I  also  recognize,  Mr.  President,  that  our 
partnership  arrangements  with  other 
nations  require  some  economic  assist¬ 
ance.  The  relentless  effort  in  the  Krem¬ 
lin  to  conquer  the  world  must  be  defeated 
by  making  the  free  world  unconquerable. 

I  recognize  the  necessity  for  this  effort. 
At  the  same  time,  all  parts  of  the  foreign 
aid  approved  by  the  Congress  must 
represent  the  soundest  and  most  effec¬ 
tive  use  of  our  resources.  And  we  must 
secure  the  maximum  response  from  our 
friends  and  allies.  I  want  our  aid  to  be 
enough  to  be  effective,  but  it  can  and 
must  be  on  a  basis  that  it  will  also 
strengthen  the  economy  of  the  United 
States,  without  which  the  free  world 
could  not  survive.  Moreover,  I  am  as 
much  concerned  about  the  kind  of  assist¬ 
ance  we  give  as  I  am  about  the  amount. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  put  on  the 
whole  armor  of  democracy.  We  could 
make  no  greater  mistake  than  to  assume 
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that  we  can  successfully  defend  the  free 
world  against  communism  by  arms 
alone.  The  building  of  collective  se¬ 
curity  forces  is  only  a  part  of  the  answer. 
The  problem  in  some  areas  of  the  world 
is  of  a  different  kind,  and  cannot  be 
solved  with  military  measures.  The 
Kremlin  threatens  some  countries  with 
armed  force;  it  seeks  to  win  others  with 
fraudulent  promises  that  economic  and 
social  progress  is  available  through  com¬ 
munism.  These  false  appeals  are  cam- 
oufiaged  to  appear  attractive  to  hungry. 
Impoverished,  illiterate  people  who  are 
tempted  to  turn  to  any  system  that 
promises  them  relief  from  their  desper¬ 
ate  plight. 

There  is  an  effective  answer  to  these 
false  promises  of  communism.  We  must 
show  that  the  economic  and  social  sys¬ 
tems  of  free  men  are  better  able  to  satisfy 
the  aspirations  of  all  people  everywhere. 
We  can  and  must  prove  that  communism 
destroys,  but  that  the  free  world  protects 
the  liberty  of  the  individual.  In  pass¬ 
ing  upon  legislation  and  appropriations 
for  foreign  aid,  the  Congress  must  to 
the  greatest  possible  extent  secure  these 
ends.  We  must  give  the  whole  subject 
of  foreign  aid  the  careful  consideration 
it  deserves. 

In  studying  the  information  available 
so  far,  Mr.  President,  I  have  had  great 
difflciilty  in  determining  to  my  own  sat¬ 
isfaction  the  place  and  scope  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  bill  of  a  very  important  part  of  our 
foreign  policy — the  point  4  program  of 
technical  cooperation.  About  6  months' 
ago,  one  of  Oklahoma’s  most  distin¬ 
guished  citizens,  the  Honorable  Henry  Q. 
Bennett,  president  of  our  great  Agricul¬ 
tural  and  Mechanical  College  at  Still¬ 


water,  was  asked  by  the  President  to  take 
a  leave  of  absence  from  his  important 
work  in  Oklahoma  and  to  head  up  the 
point  4  program.  Dr.  Bennett  accepted, 
and  I  was  particularly  pleased  that  the 
Senate  recognized  his  outstanding  abil¬ 
ity  by  imanimously  confirming  his  nom¬ 
ination.  In  his  long  and  distinguished 
career  of  service  to  the  people  of  Okla¬ 
homa,  Dr.  Bennett  has  been  called  on  for 
many  important  assignments  outside  his 
native  State.  He  has  carried  out  mis¬ 
sions  in  many  parts  of  the  world  in  the 
fields  of  agriculture  and  education. 

But  what  is  equally  important,  espe¬ 
cially  for  people  working  in  the  field  of 
foreign  affairs.  Dr.  Bennett  is  a  hard- 
headed,  down-to-earth  American  who 
knows  the  problems  of  the  millions  of 
our  citizen  who  live  in  the  rural  areas. 
Therefore,  although  I  regretted  his  nec¬ 
essary  absence  from  Oklahoma,  I  was 
delighted  to  know  that,  in  the  carrying 
out  of  the  President’s  point  4  program, 
with  all  its  vast  implications  for  the 
future  of  our  foreign  relations.  Dr.  Ben¬ 
nett  would  be  serving  the  whole  Nation 
in  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  President,  I  stated  earlier  that  I 
am  as  much  concerned  about  the  kind 
of  assistance  we  give  to  other  nations 
as  I  am  about  the  amount.  Prom  my 
talks  with  Dr.  Bennett,  I  am  convinced 
that  the  kind  of  work  being  carried  on 
under  the  point  4  technical  assistance 
agreements  with  underdeveloped  nations 
is  the  best  possible  approach  to  finer 
and  friendlier  relations  with  these  coun¬ 
tries.  Their  problems,  like  the  problems 
many  of  our  rural  areas  faced  a  gen¬ 
eration  ago,  are  mainly  rural  problems. 
To  help  solve  them,  the  point  4  program 
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reaches  out  the  helping  hand  of  tech¬ 
nical  cooperation  and  gets  right  down 
to  the  bedrock  of  working  with  the  peo¬ 
ple — helping  them^  to  help  themselves. 
This  is  in  the  truest  American  tradition. 

Mr.  President,  our  religious  denom¬ 
inations  have  sent  missionaries  into  the 
far  places  of  the  world  to  preach  the 
gospel  of  Christianity.  In  keeping  with 
its  spirit,  our  whole  foreign  policy  is 
based  on  extending  the  helping  hand  of 
the  good  neighbor. 

In  the  proposed  mutual  security  pro¬ 
gram  for  1952, 1  notice  that  $6,250,000,- 
000  is  earmarked  for  military  assistance. 
The  second  part  of  this  bill  calls  for  eco¬ 
nomic  assistance  to  other  free  nations  in 
the  amount  of  $2,250,000,000,  primarily 
to  support  expanded  defense  efforts 
abroad.  The  President  has  informed 
the  Congress  that  the  program  for  our 
own  Armed  Forces  and  this  mutual  se¬ 
curity  program  interlock.  The  one 
builds  upon  the  other.  In  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  own  words: 

Under  this  program  the  United  States  will 
send  tanks,  guns,  and  planes  to  a  number 
of  free  countries  In  Europe  and  other  parts 
of  the  world  which  are  building  up  armed 
forces  against  the  threat  of  Communist  at¬ 
tack.  We  will  also  send  economic  help  to  a 
number  of  countries — economic  help  rang¬ 
ing  from  machinery  and  materials  with 
which  to  make  weapons,  to  seeds,  medicine, 
and  technical  assistance  with  which  to  con¬ 
quer  communism’s  allies  of  starvation  and 
sickness. 

Communism’s  greatest  allies  are  the 
Pour  Horsemen  of  the  Apocalypse — 
famine,  pestilence,  wax,  and  death — 
conquer  these  and  communism  will 
wither  on  the  vine. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  times  when 
everj'  dollar  of  expenditure,  even  for  our 
security,  must  be  weighed  carefully  by 
the  Congress  because  the  load  our  tax¬ 
payers  are  carrying  is  a  staggering  bur¬ 
den.  Under  this  program  it  is  clear  that 
nearly  99.44  percent  of  all  of  our  aid 
is  to  build  the  power  to  make  war  as 
a  means  to  prevent  war.  We  must  build 
our  military  strength  and  that  of  our 
allies.  We  must  be  ready  to  send  forth 
our  soldiers,  our  bombers,  our  fighting 
ships  to  stop  aggression  wherever  it 
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starts.  We  have  the  resources  and  we 
must  use  them. 

But,  Mr.  President,  while  we  are  do¬ 
ing  this  we  must  also  send  the  gospel 
of  peace  and  good  will  around  the 
world.  It  is  the  mission  of  the  point  4 
program  tc  do  just  this.  Under  it  we  are 
sending  forth  the  sower  with  a  sack  of 
better  seed;  a  man  with  a  better  hoe  in 
his  hand.  With  point  4,  we  create  hope 
and  inspire  faith  in  the  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  in  the  underdeveloped 
areas  of  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  when  John  the  Bap¬ 
tist  languished  in  the  confinement  and 
the  squalor  of  his  dungeon  prison,  doubts 
disturbed  his  thoughts  and  fear  gripped 
his  mind.  From  the  depths  of  his  an¬ 
guished  soul,  he  yearned  for  reassur¬ 
ance. 

Luke,  in  the  seventh  chapter,  and  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  nineteenth  verse,  tells 
us: 

And  John  calling  unto  him  two  of  his  dis¬ 
ci'' les  sent  them  to  Jesus,  saying.  Art  thou 
be  that  should  come?  or  look  we  for  an¬ 
other? 

When  the  men  were  come  unto  him,  they 
said,  John  Baptist  ha*b  sent  us  unto  thee, 
saying.  Art  thou  be  that  should  come?  or 
look  we  for  another? 

And  In  that  same  hour  be  cured  many  of 
their  Infirmities  and  plagues,  and  of  evil 
spirits;  and  unto  many  that  were  blind  be 
gave  sight. 

Then  Jesus  answering  said  unto  them. 
Go  your  way,  and  tell  John  what  things  ye 
have  seen  and  beard;  bow  that  the  blind 
see,  the  lame  walk,  the  lepers  are  cleansed, 
the  deaf  hear,  the  dead  are  raised,  to  the 
poor  the  gospel  is  preached. 

The  Master  knew  that  John  would 
know  that  only  the  Messiah  could  do 
the  things  that  were  being  done. 

Mr.  President,  wherever  communism 
is  in  power,  the  people  suffer.  There  is 
no  escape  from  slavery  by  day  or  from 
terror  by  night.  A  tyrannical  govern¬ 
ment  robs  the  farmer  of  his  crops  and 
the  worker  of  the  fruits  of  his  toil. 
Much  of.  the  free  world,  Mr.  President, 
while  unaiBicted  with  the  awful  cur.:e  of 
communistic  tyranny,  is  still  unde¬ 
veloped  and  its  people  underprivileged 
and  imdemourished.  Is  it  to  these  areas 
that  we  would  first  offer  the  helping 


hand  and  the  flaming  encouragement  of 
the  point  4  program.  It  is  to  them  that 
we  would  show  the  benef.'.s  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  way  of  life.  Through  point  4  they 
can  find  that  better  way  for  themselves. 
’Then,  when  communism  with  its  temp¬ 
tations  and  false  promises  seeks  to  se¬ 
duce  and  devour  them,  they,  like  the 
messengers  from  John  in  the  dungeon, 
can  see  the  good  fruits  of  their  own  ef¬ 
forts  that  they  have  been  led  and  in- 
sp'red  to  produce  through  the  encourage¬ 
ment  and  the  leadership  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  point  4  program.  Then  they  will 
be  lortified  to  spurn  the  communistic 
tempter  and  cherish  their  friendly  rela¬ 
tionship  with  us. 

If  it  is  necessary,  Mr.  President,  I  am 
willing  to  help  develop  a  program  of 
which  99  percent  or,  like  a  well-known 
advertisement,  even  99.44  percent  is 
aimed  at  protecting  peace  by  building 
the  power  to  make  war,  but  at  the  same 
time  we  would  be  derelict  in  our  duty 
and  careless  of  our  own  welfare  if  we  did 
not  take  the  other  one-half  of  the  1 
percent  and  finance  the  point  4  program 
to  help  make  peace. 

It  may  be,  Mr.  President,  that  at  this 
time  point  4  is  no  more  on  the  world’s 
horizon  than  a  cloud  the  size  of  a  man’s 
hand,  but  it  is  a  program  of  applied 
Christianity.  It  is  in  the  truest  tradi¬ 
tion  of  the  American  way  of  life.  It  is  a 
vitalization  of  the  great  commission  the 
Master  gave  to  his  followers  when  he 
said.  “Go  ye  into  all  the  world,  and 
preach  the  Gospel  to  every  creature.” 

While  point  4  is  in  the  truest  spirit 
of  applied  Christianity  and  while  it  is 
carried  out  by  modern  missionaries,  it 
does  not  violate  in  the  least  the  essential 
concept  of  the  separation  of  church  and 
state.  It  is  a  program  in  which  all  the 
people  of  all  churches  and  all  creeds 
can  participate  and  go  out  yonder  into 
the  dark  places  of  the  world  to  spread 
the  light  of  friendship  and  good  will.  It 
is  a  practical,  workable  implementation 
of  the  priceless  spiritual  ingredients  that 
have  been  the  strongest  elements  in  the 
power  and  vigor  of  this  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  point  4  is  above  parti¬ 
sanship  or  political  party  affiliations..  It 
is  true  that  it  was  recommended  by  the 
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President  of  the  United  States;  but  in 
the  great  fight  we  wage  against  com¬ 
munism,  in  the  noble  effort  we  make  to 
guarantee  the  security  of  our  Nation, 
politics  should  stop  at  the  water’s  edge. 

In  the  less  fortunate  areas  around  the 
world,  where  the  hundreds  of  millions  of 
underprivileged  people  are  reaching  for 
the  opportunity  which  point  4  promises, 
they  do  not  regard  it  as  a  Democratic 
program  or  as  a  Republican  program. 
They  regard  it,  Mr.  President,  as  an 
American  program. 

Prom  the  interior  of  Africa,  from  the 
undernourished  peoples  of  farthest  Asia, 
from  the  undeveloped  areas  populated 
by  our  worthy  and  loyal  friends  in  this 
hemisphere,  the  requests  are  pouring  in 
that  we  send  point  4  to  help  them.  Its 
story  has  been  translated  into  dozens 
of  languages.  It  has  become  the  sym¬ 
bol  of  the  desire  of  the  United  States  to 
be  of  the  greatest  possible  help  to  the 
common  people  of  the  world. 

There  are,  however,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  material  which  I  have  seen  relating 
to  the  mutual  security  program,  cer¬ 
tain  statements  which  give  me  the  grav¬ 
est  concern.  In  his  message,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  said  that  he  is  giving  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  desirability  of  transferring 
the  point  4  program  to  the  Economic  Co¬ 
operation  Administration.  For  the 
President  to  suggest  such  a  transfer  is  a 
misfortime.  If  the  suggestion  were  to 
be  carried  out,  it  would  be  a  tragedy. 

Mr.  President,  thus  far  EGA  is  a  tem¬ 
porary  agency.  We  are  asked  to  extend 
it  to  help  our  friends  and  allies  build  up 
their  war  potential.  Point  4  is  neither 
temporary  nor  devoted  primarily  nor 
limited  to  the  building  of  the  war  po¬ 
tential  of  the  friends  we  have  and  seek. 
It  is  the  essence  of  applied  Christianity, 
,7  designed  and  dedicated  to  the  building  of 

a  better  way  of  life  for  our  friends  and 
our  neighbors.  It  is  a  program  devoted 
primarily  to  the  promotion  of  peace. 

I  would  urge  the  President  to  keep  the 
point  4  program  in  the  spirit  of  its  ap¬ 
plied  Christianity  concept  and  its  mis¬ 
sion  for  peace.  I  would  urge  him  not 
only  to  permit,  but  to  direct  my  distin¬ 
guished  fellow  Oklahoman,  Dr.  Henry 
Bennett,  to  keep  it  separate  and  apart 
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from  the  heavy  emphasis  which  the  EGA 
is  bound  to  give  to  building  war  power 
among  our  allies. 

I  should  like  to  remind  the  President 
that  in  this  Nation  there  are  tens  of  mil¬ 
lions  who  feel  the  deep  spiritual  urge  to 
support  and  participate  in  a  real  pro¬ 
gram  that  has  the  deeply  satisfying 
base  of  applied  Christianity.  Even  our 
scientists,  who  now  devote  their  talent 
and  energy  to  building  guided  missiles 
and  atom  bombs,  long  for  the  day  when 
they  may  devote  themselves  to  the  more 
desirable  objective  of  developing  proj¬ 
ects  which  will  build  a  finer  world  in  an 
era  of  peace.  Our  industry  and  our 
agriculture  yearn  for  the  time  when 
their  great  productive  capacities  can  be 
devoted  to  the  development  of  a  peace¬ 
time  era  in  a  peace-blessed  world. 

As  the  ECA  seeks  to  develop  the  war 
power  of  our  allies,  the  point  4  program, 
entirely  separate  and  apart,  must  be 
busy  at  the  job  of  helping  our  under¬ 
privileged  neighbors  build  a  better  world 
for  themselves  and  leading  them  to  be¬ 
come  fellow  workers  with  us  in  building 
a  peacetime  world. 

Mr.  President,  three  major  foreign- 
aid  programs  are  now  being  conducted 
by  the  United  States:  First,  direct  mili¬ 
tary  assistance,  mainly  to  Western  Euro¬ 
pean  countries,  but  also  to  certain  other 
countries;  second,  Marshall  plan  eco¬ 
nomic  aid,  now  being  used  largely  to 
stimulate  the  production  of  arma¬ 
ments  in  the  European  countries;  and, 
third,  technical  assistance  to  the  under¬ 
developed  countries,  to  which  I  shall  re¬ 
fer  as  rural  countries,  because  in  them 
most  of  the  people  live  on  the  land. 

The  first  two  of  these  programs,  name¬ 
ly,  military  assistance  and  Marshall 
plan  aid,  are  temporary,  and  we  are 
hopeful  that  they  may  be  brought  to  a 
successful  termination  at  an  early  date. 
The  other,  which  is  the  point  4  program 
of  technical  cooperation,  is  a  long-range 
program,  and  is  different  from  the  other 
two,  both  in  concept  and  in  applica¬ 
tion.  The  first  two  are  measured  in 
terms  of  many  billion  dollars,  while 
point  4  is  measured  in  terms  of  a  few 
million  dollars.  In  terms  of  cost,  the 
point  4  program  today  is  figuratively  no 


bigger  than  a  man’s  hand,  yet  I  am  per¬ 
suaded  that  it  has  for  the  future  a  sig¬ 
nificance  which  surpasses  anything  else 
we  are  doing  in  foreign  affairs  today. 

We  Americans  are  sometimes  prone 
to  confuse  bigness  with  importance. 
Point  4  is  not  big  in  terms  of  dollars,  but 
it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  to  our 
future  relations  with  the  other  peoples  of 
the  world,  of  whom  the  overwhelming 
majority  live  in  rural  coimtries. 

As  directed  by  Dr.  Bennett,  the  point  4 
program  consists  primarily  of  technical 
assistance  provided  by  American  techni¬ 
cians.  These  go  out  among  the  peoples 
of  the  other  countries  to  demonstrate  our 
improved  methods  of  increasing  produc¬ 
tion,  to  promote  economic  development, 
and  to  help  raise  the  standards  of  living. 
The  methods  employed  are  particularly 
suited,  and  of  the  greatest  value,  to  the 
largely  primitive  and  rural  economies  of 
undevelopsd  countries.  Because  80  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  people  of  these  areas 
live  on  farms  or  in  villages,  their  greatest 
need  is  to  produce  sufficient  food  for 
themselves  and  their  fellow  countrymen. 

In  order  to  do  this  they  do  not  require 
large  grants  of  dollars  or  of  consumer 
goods,  nor  do  they  require  large  numbers 
of  tractors  or  other  heavy  machinery. 
They  need  to  be  taught  simple  basic  steps 
which  they  themselves  can  understand 
and  apply,  largely  with  the  resources 
they  already  have.  They  need  scythes 
instead  of  sickles,  plows  of  steel  instead 
of  wooden  sticks,  better  seed  and  live¬ 
stock.  I  saw  this  morning  a  man  who 
had  just  returned  from  India,  where  he 
had  been  operating  in  a  capacity  much 
like  that  of  a  county  agent  in  our  own 
country.  He  had  with  him  a  sickle.  It 
had  been  a  long  time  since  I  had  seen  a 
sickle,  a  curved  steel  knife,  about  12  or 
14  inches  in  length,  with  a  short  wooden 
handle.  He  astounded  us  by  telling  us 
that  98  percent  of  all  the  wheat  produced 
in  India  is  harvested  by  means  of  such 
an  instrmnent.  He  had  a  wooden  plow, 
of  which  the  portion  used  to  stir  up  the 
ground  was  little  more  than  a  forked 
stick;  and  beside  it  he  had  what  looked 
to  me  about  like  a  6-inch  turning  plow, 
made  of  steel,  supported  by  a  steel  arm, 
which  he  indicated  had  cost  the  fanner 
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in  India  about  $2.50.  He  told  of  having 
introduced  that  small,  steel  turning  plow 
to  the  farmers,  who  for  centuries  had 
used  only  the  wooden  stick,  and  of  how  a 
simple  implement  of  that  kind,  within  the 
reach  of  the  farmers  of  the  area  in  India 
where  he  was  working,  when  put  into 
use  by  those  farmers,  had  resulted  in 
their  securing  a  100-percent  increase  in 
the  per  acre  production  of  wheat.  What 
a  story  it  was,  of  how  a  little  can  be  used 
to  produce  so  much.  The  people  in 
these  areas  need  to  know  how  to  fertilize 
and  improve  their  soil  not  only  with  ma¬ 
nure  but  by  the  growing  of  legumes. 
They  need  to  be  taught  better  methods 
of  harvesting  and  storing  their  crops. 
They  need  to  learn  better  systems  of  land 
tenure  and  credit  in  order  that  they  may 
secure  a  larger  share  of  the  fruits  of 
their  labor. 

The  nature  of  the  problem  determines 
the  nature  of  its  solution.  Point  4  de¬ 
liberately  emphasizes  the  rural  ap¬ 
proach.  It  specializes  in  the  services  of 
trained  American  technicians,  agricul¬ 
tural  research  and  extension  specialists, 
public  health  doctors  and  nurses,  teach¬ 
ers  and  vocational  instructors,  engineers 
and  public  administrators.  These  tech¬ 
nicians  are  supplied  with  moderate 
amounts  of  equipment  and  operating 
funds,  in  order  that  they  may  show  the 
people  how  to  put  the  improved  tech¬ 
niques  into  practice.  Instructors  from 
other  countries  are  given  training  in 
these  techniques,  both  in  their  own  or 
neighboring  countries  and  in  the  United 
States.  These  instructors  are  the  very 
seed  of  point  4.  Their  work  among 
their  fellow  countrymen,  when  they  re¬ 
turn  home,  multiplies  the  benefits  of  this 
good-neighbor  program  many  fold.  Its 
benefits  are  quite  out  of  proportion  to 
the  limited  amounts  it  costs  us. 

Point  4  does  not  seek  to  impose  any 
fixed  pattern  or  prescription  upon  other 
people.  Its  aim  is  to  help  them  better 
their  conditions  or  life  by  their  own 
work.  It  does  not  promise  them  charity 
In  the  form  of  food  or  goods  they  do 
not  earn.  It  builds  them  by  teaching 
them  to  create  new  wealth  of  their  own. 

We  have  achieved  outstanding  success 
In  our  own  coxmtry  by  our  agricultural 


extension  service,  public  health  service, 
public  school  systems  and  other  similar 
institutions.  Point  4  is  the  means  of  en¬ 
couraging  and  teaching  others  to  achieve 
these  things  for  themselves.  It  borrows 
liberally  from,  and  in  doing  so  does  great 
honor  to,  the  programs  of  aided  self-help 
evolved  by  countless  American  mission¬ 
aries  and  private  agencies  that  have 
been  working  in  foreign  fields  for  many 
years.  It  enables  the  American  people 
to  be  at  their  best,  as  good  neighbors,  in 
vast  areas  of  the  world,  at  remarkably 
small  cost  to  the  American  taxpayer. 

The  principal  currency  of  point  4  is 
not  the  American  dollar,  but  American 
skill,  ingenuity  and  cooperation.  It  has 
been  repeatedly  demonstrated  that  a 
dollar  spent  on  technical  cooperation 
does  far  more  good  than  a  dollar  spent 
for  any  other  form  of  foreign  assistance. 
Moreover,  the  people  helped  in  this  way 
are  able  tj  use  their  services  and  their 
means  and  their  money  to  match  every 
dollar  we  provide  with  many  of  their 
own.  More  than  30  countries  now  co¬ 
operating  in  the  point  4  program  are 
contributing  approximately  $3  to  every 
$1  which  the  United  States  is  spending 
in  this  cooperative  enterprise. 

Point  4  not  only  brings  about  vast 
increases  in  productivity,  and  substan¬ 
tially  raises  the  standard  of  living  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  human  race,  but 
in  the  long  run  it  will  be  like  bread  cast 
upon  the  water;  it  will  bring  back  to 
this  country  many  times  over,  all  that 
we  send  out.  In  fact  it  develops  op¬ 
portunities  for  ever-increasing  trade  and 
commerce.  From  this  program  our  own 
country  and  those  participating  with  us 
will  make  great  profit.  We  plant  in  a 
spirit  of  helpfulness.  We  shall  reap  an 
abundant  harvest  of  material  benefit, 
and  that  which  is  of  far  greater  value — 
friendship  and  good  will. 

Mr.  President,  point  4  applied  under 
Dr.  Bennett’s  direction  is  showing  how 
the  Job  can  be  done  without  large  ex¬ 
penditures  from  the  United  States 
Treasury.  This  does  not  mean,  of 
course,  that  additional  funds  will  not 
be  needed.  Substantial  amounts  of 
capital  will  be  required  by  the  nations 
we  seek  to  help  in  the  development  of 


their  resources.  They  will  want  to 
build  water  supply  and  sewage  systems, 
hydroelectric  power  projects  and  dams 
and  irrigation  facilities.  But  most  of 
these  ca-i  be  provided  on  a  self -liquidat¬ 
ing  basis  as  they  have  been  in  our  own 
country.  Projects  of  this  kind  are  sound 
investments  in  the  economic  develop¬ 
ment  of  a- country  and  they  will  pay  for 
themselves  over  and  over  again  not 
only  in  financial  returns,  but  also  in  the 
priceless  intangible  assets  of  a  better 
way  of  life. 

But,  Mr.  President,  such  projects  can 
be  financed  largely  by  loans  from  the 
world  bank,  the  Export-Import  Bank, 
or  private  sources.  As  we  look  back  over 
our  own  glorious  history,  we  are  keenly 
aware  that  we  often  needed  to  borrow 
money  to  develop  ovir  great  natural  re¬ 
sources,  our  railroads,  our  navigation 
projects,  which  were  often  built  with 
money  borrowed  either  by  private  enter¬ 
prises  or  governmental  agencies.  But 
they  and  other  kindred  developments 
were  the  means  whereby  our  great  and 
wonderful  Nation  has  been  enabled  to 
grow  and  develop  and  prosper  in  such  a 
progressive  way. 

One  of  the  major  objectives  of  point 
4  is  to  help  mobilize  the  capital  which 
exists  in  many  of  the  countries  where 
we  operate  along  this  line  and  to  help 
create  conditions  which  will  make  in¬ 
vestment  attractive  and  profitable  to 
private  capital. 

Point  4  technicians  can  help  do  this 
directly  by  developing  the  engineering 
and  financial  plans  for  sound  projects. 
They  can  do  so  directly  by  energizing  the 
inherent  productive  capacities  of  the 
peoples  of  these  countries  and  showing 
them  how  their  natural  resources  can 
be  developed. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  good  business  in 
every  way  for  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  for  the  people  we  help. 

As  they  increase  their  efficiency  and 
expand  their  economies  with  the  help 
of  our  technicians,  they  will  produce 
more  of  the  essential  materials  which 
we  buy  from  them  to  supply  our  own  ex¬ 
panding  industrial  machine.  This  is  in 
our  own  interest,  because  we  depend  on 
these  coimtries  for  nearly  three-fourths 
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of  the  strategic  materials  we  need.  As 
their  standards  of  living  rise  and  their 
purchasing  power  increases,  they  will  be 
able  to  buy  more  goods  from  us.  Even 
now,  with  their  average  per  capita  in¬ 
come  around  $80  a  year,  these  countries 
take  44  percent  of  our  exports.  Think 
what  doubling  their  per  capita  income — 
from  $80  to  $160  a  year — would  mean  in 
terms  of  a  better  market  for  American 
goods. 

Important  as  these  material  consid¬ 
erations  are,  Mr.  President,  let  me  re¬ 
peat  what  I  said  earlier,  that  point  4 
means  something  much  more  signifi¬ 
cant.  The  bulk  of  our  foreign  aid  is 
going  into  military  assistance,  and  the 
Marshall  plan  is  now  being  converted 
into  support  for  Europe’s  rearmament 
program.  These  things  are  necessary, 
but  they  are  nevertheless  distasteful  to 
Americans.  They  are  preparations  for 
war,  if  war  is  forced  upon  us.  Americans 
have  proved  that  if  they  have  to  fight  a 
war,  they  can  fight  superlatively  well, 
and  win.  But  our  national  genius  lies  in 
another  direction — the  production  and 
distribution  to  the  masses  of  people  of 
the  things  which  make  for  better  living. 
Our  real  desire  is  for  peace,  and  the  en- 
jo3unent  of  it. 

I  am  convinced  that  point  4  is  our  most 
attractive,  and  in  the  long  run,  prob¬ 
ably  our  most  effective,  bid  for  peace. 
This  program  has  a  spiritual  quality 
which  I  think  truly  reflects  the  real 
character  of  the  American  people.  We 
have  a  broad  humanitarian  attitude  in 
our  make-up,  and  one  of  the  most  per¬ 
sistent  ways  we  have  expressed  this  trait 
is  in  sending  our  missionaries  to  the  far 
places  of  the  earth.  Dr.  Bennett  says 
that  wherever  he  goes  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries,  he  finds  the  missionaries  have 
planted  the  seed  before  him.  Private 
nonsectarian  agencies  likewise  have 
done  magnificent  work. 

Point  4  will  not  supplant  these  efforts, 
but  will  supplement  and  give  greater 
Impetus  to  them.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
a  humanitarian  Interest  in  my  fellow 
man,  whether  he  Is  in  Oklahoma,  Hon¬ 
duras,  or  Timbuktu.  I  welcome  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  support  a  soimd,  effective 
program  like  point  4,  which  expresses 


the  official  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  the  everyday  lives  of  other  peoples 
and  our  concern  for  well-being. 

Point  4  impresses  me  as  being  the  most 
practical  way  I  have  ever  seen  advanced 
to  apply  the  Golden  Rule  as  a  policy  of 
our  Government  in  its  international  re¬ 
lations.  It  gives  us  an  opportunity, 
without  crossing  the  line  that  separates 
church  and  State,  to  heed  the  Biblical 
injunction;  “Go  ye  into  all  the  world  and 
preach  the  Gospel” — not  the  gospel  of 
any  creed  or  sect,  but  the  gospel  of  the 
brotherhood  of  man,  of  mutual  helpful¬ 
ness,  of  peace  on  earth. 

That  is  the  spirit  in  which  point  4  is 
being  understood  and  welcomed  here 
and  abroad.  Interest  in  point  4  is  grow¬ 
ing  in  this  country,  not  as  the  result  of 
any  high-pressure  campaign,  but  be¬ 
cause  of  its  appeal  to  the  practical  and 
humanitarian  instincts  of  our  people. 
Dr.  Bennett  tells  me  that,  as  he  goes 
among  the  American  people  telling  them 
in  simple,  homely  language  the  purposes 
and  methods  of  point  4,  the  response 
has  been  remarkable.  Wherever  the 
people  understand  this  program,  they 
say,  “That  is  what  we  want  our  country 
to  do.  How  can  I  get  into  this  work? 
What  can  I  do  to  help?”  Some  of  t!ie 
strongest  support  comes  from  our  great 
church  organizations. 

The  response  in  other  countries  has 
been  no  less  remarkable.  The  world  is 
torn  in  many  places  by  strife  and  dissen¬ 
sion — not  all  of  it  between  Communists 
and  non-Communists.  The  United 
States  itself  is  misunderstood  and  ma¬ 
ligned  in  many  parts  of  the  world.  But 
despite  these  handicaps,  in  the  past  9 
months  25  countries  have  signed  point  4 
agreements  and  we  have  about  400 
American  technicians  at  work  in  32 
countries.  About  the  same  number  of 
trainees  from  38  countries  are  in  the 
United  States  or  are  on  the  way.  And 
the  work  is  having  its  effect. 

While  the  Congress  has  been  approv¬ 
ing  legislation  to  provide  2,000,000  tons 
of  wheat  that  will  give  India  temporary 
relief  from  a  terrible  famine,  one  Amer¬ 
ican  agricultural  specialist  has  been 
steadily  at  work  in  India  helping  the  In¬ 
dian  farmers  learn  how  to  prevent 


-famines  by  their  own  efforts.  This  man, 
working  for  the  past  3  years  in  a  small 
area  near  Delhi,  has  shown  Indian  farm¬ 
ers  how  to  apply  simple  practices  which 
have  doubled  their  wheat  yield.  I  re¬ 
peat,  because  it  is  worth  repeating  and 
emphasizing  to  the  Senate  and  to  the 
world,  that  one  American  technician  has 
taught  a  group  of  Indian  farmers  to 
double  their  wheat  production  in  3  years. 
Fifty  to  one  hundred  similar  American 
technicians — we  call  them  county  agents 
in  this  country — could  revolutionize 
agriculture  in  India  in  a  few  years.  If 
this  is  what  point  4  can  do,  why  should 
we  not  give  it  our  full  encouragement 
and  support? 

I  have  talked  at  some  length  about  the 
purpose  and  method  of  this  program, 
because  I  think  they  have  a  direct  bear¬ 
ing  on  its  administration.  The  pro¬ 
gram  must  serve  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  intended.  It  is  perfectly  clear  to 
me  that  the  purposes  and  methods  of 
point  4  are  radically  different  from  the 
purposes  and  methods  of  the  military 
assistance  program  and  the  European 
recovery  program.  Its  whole  philosophy 
and  approach  are  different.  Both  the 
other  programs  are  primarily  supply  pro¬ 
grams;  they  are  concerned  with  provid¬ 
ing  things,  in  large  quantities,  to  indus¬ 
trialized  nations.  The  point  4  program 
is  concerned  almost  altogether  with  peo¬ 
ple — with  the  services  of  individual  tech¬ 
nicians  who  can  teach  the  people  of  the 
rural  countries  how  to  help  themselves. 

These  are  some  of  the  reasons,  Mr. 
President,  why  I  was  alarmed  by  the 
President’s  statement  that  consideration 
is  being  given  to  the  question  whether  or 
not  it  would  be  desirable  to  transfer  the 
administration  of  point  4  to  the  Eco- 
n-mlc  Cooperation  Administration. 

If  that  proposal  were  adopted.  It  would 
mean  that  the  permanent,  long-range 
point  4  program  of  working  directly  with 
people  in  rural  areas  would  be  swallowed 
up  by  a  temporary  agency  created  for 
an  entirely  different  purpose  and  oper¬ 
ating  on  entirely  different  principles. 
No  reason  is  given  for  the  proposed 
transfer  of  the  point  4  program  to  ECA. 
If  there  is  any  dissatisfaction  with  the 
way  the  program  has  been  handled  by 
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Dr.  Bennett  as  head  of  the  Technical 
Cooperation  Administration,  I  am  not 
aware  of  it.  Every  indication  1  have 
had  leads  me  to  believe  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  ofiQcials  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment  to  whom  Dr.  Bennett  is  re¬ 
sponsible  are  highly  pleased  with  the 
way  he  has  been  conducting  the 
program. 

As  I  recall  the  committee  hearings 
and  the  debates  last  year  when  the  Con¬ 
gress  was  considering  the  act  for  inter¬ 
national  development,  which  authorized 
the  point  4  program,  it  is  clear  to  me  that 
it  was  the  intent  of  Congress  to  author¬ 
ize  a  long-range,  unified  technical,  coop¬ 
eration  program  for  the  underdeveloped 
areas  as  a  whole,  administered  by  an 
official  appointed  by  the  President  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

The  act  for  international  develop¬ 
ment  provides: 

Sec.  405.  The  President  Is  authorized  to 
plan,  undertake,  administer,  and  execute 
bilateral  technical -cooperation  programs 
carried  on  by  any  United  States  Government 
agency,  and  In  so  doing — 

(a)  to  coordinate  and  direct  existing  and 
new  technical-cooperation  programs. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD 

There  is  now  a  logical  division  of 
effort,  with  the  ECA  conducting  the 
grant-aid  program  to  the  European 
countries  and  the  Technical  Cooperation 
Administration  conducting  the  techni¬ 
cal-assistance  program  for  the  under¬ 
developed  countries. 

It  would  be  a  grave  mistake  to  dis¬ 
rupt  the  point  4  program,  which  is 
making  such  a  good  start  under  its 
present  management.  Instead,  I  think 
the  Congress  should  insist  that  its  orig¬ 
inal  intention  be  adhered  to,  and  that  a 
unified  long-range,  low-cost  technical 
cooperation  program  be  developed  and 
carried  out  by  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
pointed  for  that  purpose. 

I  trust,  Mr.  President,  that  when  the 
Senate  begins  to  study  the  foreign-aid 
program  for  1952,  the  Members  of  this 
b:dy  will  give  prayerful  consideration  to 
the  place  of  the  point  4  program  in 
American  foreign  policy.  I  hope  they 
will  make  it  their  business  to  see  that 
this  constructive,  positive  instrument 
for  making  peace  will  not  be  shunted 
aside  or  distorted  in  the  urgency  of  the 
present  situation  which  compels  us  to 
emphasize  military  measures.  I  hope 


quent,  and  informative.  He  has  been 
particularly  able  today.  His  speech  is 
most  timely. 

He  and  I  fully  appreciate  the  compul¬ 
sion  for  the  building  of  our  military  and 
industrial  strength.  I  have  sometimes 
felt,  however,  that  we  have  been  so  en¬ 
grossed  with  the  building  of  that 
strength  that  we  have  not  addressed 
ourselves  as  we  should  to  the  point  4 
program,  that  we  have  not  spoken  of  it 
as  we  should,  have  not  given  expression 
to  our  appreciation  of  its  importance, 
and  have  not  given  it  that  emphasis 
which  it  so  much  needs  to  be  given  and 
so  much  deserves. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  in  his 
very  fine  address  has  lifted  our  eyes  to 
that  vision  without  which  the  people 
perish.  I  am  sure  he  will  agree  with  me 
that  we  may  preserve  the  peace  for  a 
time  with  military  might,  with  the  dis¬ 
play  of  force,  but  that  if  we  are  to  build 
the  peace  on  lasting  and  sure  founda¬ 
tions  it  must  be  built  in  the  spirit  and 
with  the  purpose  of  the  great  point  4 
program. 

So  1  congratulate  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma,  and  again  commend  him  for 


The  authority  vested  in  the  President 
by  this  act  was  delegated  by  Executive 
order  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
thence  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Cooperation  Administration. 

I  take  the  language  of  the  act  to  mean 
that  the  Congress  intended  to  establish 
a  clearly  identified,  continuing  program 
of  technical  cooperation  under  one  re¬ 
sponsible  official.  In  the  present  cir¬ 
cumstances  there  is  no  reason  for  chang¬ 
ing  the  administrative  arrangement  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Congress. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  is  my  convic¬ 
tion  that  the  unique  character  and  iden¬ 
tity  of  point  4  can  best  be  preserved  by 
keeping  it  separate  from  the  military- 
assistance  and  ECA  programs.  It  must 
be  kept  as  the  responsibility  of  an  ad¬ 
ministrator  and  a  staff  who  understand 
its  nature  and  purpose,  who  are  dedi¬ 
cated  to  the  realization  of  its  objectives, 
and  who  can  give  their  undivided 
thought  and  energy  to  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram  as  such. 
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that  they  will  assure  the  Administrator 
of  point  4  sufiBcient  authority  to 
demonstrate  the  soundness  and  ettec- 
tiveness  of  the  rural  approach  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  problems  of  the  rural  coun¬ 
tries. 

I  strongly  urge  the  Senate  to  see  to 
it  that  the  point  4  program  is  given 
a  real  chance  to  become  a  powerful  arm 
of  American  foreign  policy  and  a  means 
of  drawing  the  iree  peoples  into  a  strong, 
cooperative,  mutuaily  helpful  interna¬ 
tional  relationship  in  which  the  United 
States  wiil  be  a  leader  among  prosper¬ 
ous  Christian  democratic  nations. 

This,  Mr.  President,  is  a  practical  pro¬ 
gram  of  applied  Christianity.  It  is  a 
strong  pillar  of  hope  for  the  security  of 
America  and  the  peace  of  the  world. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  warmly  commend  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
for  his  address.  He  is  always  able,  elo¬ 


his  most  timely,  able,  and  eloquent 
speech. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  asks  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate 
to  say  that  as  a  Member  of  this  body 
he  wishes  to  join  with  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  in  what 
he  has  said  respecting  the  speech  de¬ 
livered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  thank  the  distinguished 
Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate,  and  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Alabama, 
for  their  kind  words.  Furthermore.  I 
thank  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Alabama  for  his  eloquent  language 
in  pointing  out  that  the  best  we  can  hope 
to  do  with  military  strength  and  arma¬ 
ment  is  but  to  furnish  a  temporary  stop¬ 
gap.  and  that,  in  the  final  analysis,  the 
hope  for  peace  in  the  world  rests  upon 
carrying  the  spirit  of  the  Prince  of  Peace 
and  those  things  which  follow  in  the 
wake  of  acceptance  of  that  spirit,  to  the 


hundreds  of  millions  of  people  around 
the  world  who  need  and  who  share  the 
great  desire  of  the  American  people  for 
peace — peace  on  earth,  good  will  among 
men. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  join  with  my  col¬ 
league  from  Alabama  and  the  able  Pres¬ 
ident  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate,  in  their 
words  of  commendation  of  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oklahoma  for  the  very  fine 
presentation  he  has  made,  a  presenta¬ 
tion  which  ought  to  be  repeated  over  and 
over  and  over  because  of  the  need,  as  I 
see  It,  for  deemphasizing  some  of  the 
things  we  are  thinking,  some  of  the  ten¬ 
dencies  we  have  in  our  thinking,  that 
through  force  alone  can  the  problems 
of  the  world  be  solved. 

In  that  connection,  if  the  able  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  will  permit,  I  should  like 
to  say  that  one  of  the  most  striking 
passages  in  the  remarkable  speech  made 
by  General  Mac  Arthur  to  the  joint  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  is  one 
of  which  little  mention  is  made.  He 
called  our  attention  particularly  to  the 
fact  that  the  peoples  of  Asia  were  astir, 
and  he  said  the  things  they  want — I  am 
sorry  I  do  not  have  his  exact  words  be¬ 
fore  me,  so  I  could  quote  literally  the 
eloquent  language  the  general  used — are 
a  little  more  food  and  little  better  roofs 
over  their  heads,  in  other  words,  better 
living  conditions.  He  challenged  our 
recognition  of  that  fact  and  the  need  for 
helping  the  people  of  Asia  to  secure  bet¬ 
ter  living  conditions.  In  simple  words, 
that  is  point  4,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  that  is 
point  4.  Point  4  is  the  light  of  hope  in 
the  hearts  of  the  common  people  around 
the  world. 

If  I  may  add  an  illustration.  I  should 
like  to  say  that 'it  was  my  happy  privi¬ 
lege  to  serve  as  Governor  of  Oklahoma 
for  a  term  of  4  years.  During  that  time 
I  was  well  acquainted  with  a  Negro 
Inmate  of  the  penitentiary  who  occupied 
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the  status  of  a  trusty.  He  sough';  to  be¬ 
come  a  parolee,  and  looked  forward  to 
the  time  when  he  might  secure  a  pardon. 

I  developed  quite  a  friendship  with 
this  man,  and  the  day  came  when  there 
was  trouble  at  the  penitentiary,  threats 
of  an  uprising.  I  talked  with  a  number 
of  the  prisoners  personally,  including  the 
man  to  whom  I  have  referred,  whom  I 
called  “Elder,”  I  said,  “Elder,  tell  me 
what  it  is  that  you  believe  to  be  the 
most  necessary  thing  in  the  operation 
of  the  prison  in  order  to  maintain  dis¬ 
cipline  and  order.”  He  looked  at  me 
and  said,  “Governor,  you  must  give  them 
hope.  If  you  will  give  them  hope  of  im¬ 
proving  their  condition,  you  can  secure 
discipline  and  their  cooperation  in  any 
worth-while  program.”  Then,  as  solemn 
as  a  judge,  he  said,  “Governor,  if  you 
take  hope  from  their  hearts  they  will 
come  out  of  there  if  they  have  to  tear 
the  walls  down  with  their  hands.” 

It  is  hope  for  a  better  day  that  the 
people  in  the  underprivileged  areas  of 
the  world  need,  and  I  know  of  no  better 
source  from  whence  gratification  of  their 
hope  to  improve  their  life  can  come  than 
from  the  implementation  of  point  4.  I 
thank  my  great  friend,  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Alabama,  for  his  contribution 
to  the  debate. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KERR.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  followed  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  the  testimony  of 
General  Wedemeyer  before  the  two  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  sitting  Jointly  now 
studying  far-eastern  affairs.  I  suppose 
no  other  person  who  has  been  before  us 
has  the  knowledge  of  the  interior  of 
China  and  other  Asiatic  countries  pos¬ 
sessed  by  General  "Wedemeyer.  Re¬ 
peatedly  throughout  his  testimony  he 
told  us — and  he  showed  us  documentary 
proof  of  what  he  was  saying — that  back 
in  1945  and  1947  he  was  telling  the 
Generalissimo,  Chiang  Kai-shek,  in  those 
years,  that  communism  in  China  could 
not  be  stopped  through  military  force 
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alone.  He  told  the  Generalissimo,  and 
he  told  us,  the  kind  of  aid  that  ought  to 
be  given  to  China  in  order  to  stop  the 
onrush  of  communism  in  that  one  coun¬ 
try,  and  he  was  pointing  out  the  very 
type  of  aid  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
has  been  discussing. 

The  Senator  said  something  about  ag¬ 
ricultural  work,  which  brought  to  my 
mind  a  little  Incident,  if  he  will  allow 
me  to  refer  to  it.  It  was  my  pleasure 
last  winter  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the 
National  Farm  Institute  at  Des  Moines. 

I  was  sitting  in  the  audience  one  after¬ 
noon  during  a  discussion  period  at  which 
point  4,  technical  assistance,  and  vari¬ 
ous  matters  of  that  kind,  were  being 
discussed  at  this  Farm  Institute  meet¬ 
ing.  Questions  were  being  propounded 
by  people  in  the  audience,  and  I  remem¬ 
ber  that  far  over  in  the  audience  a 
farmer  rose  and  said,  “You  know,  I  am  a 
member  of  a  church  that  down  through 
the  years  has  been  sending  missionaries 
into  these  foreign  countries,  missionaries, 
first,  to  preach,  and  then  we  sent  medical 
missionaries,  and  missionaries  to  teach. 

I  wonder  why  we  should  not  start  with 
the  same  zeal  to  send  agricultural  mis¬ 
sionaries,  to  go  to  those  countries  and 
teach  the  people  better  methods  of  grow¬ 
ing  food  and  fiber  for  themselves,  and 
in  order  to  make  a  contribution  to  the 
world.”  Then  he  made  a  statement 
which  I  desire  to  emphasize.  He  said, 
“I  tell  you,  when  conditions  will  permit, 
we  must  come  to  the  point  when  we  are 
willing  in  this  country  to  spend  a  dollar 
for  peace  for  every  dollar  we  spend  for 
war.” 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  man  in  the 
thought  expressed  by  him  had  some¬ 
thing  which  we  might  well  be  consider¬ 
ing  while  pondering  on  the  great  pro¬ 
gram  of  seeking  to  help  people  in  other 
parts  of  the  world  to  help  themselves 
in  order  that  they  may  get  the  something 
better  to  which  they  all  aspire. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  my 
great  friend  from  Alabama.  I  yield  the 
floor. 
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OF  VERMONT 

IN  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Wednesday,  August  15. 1951 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  On  February  26, 
1951,  9  Representatives  and  14  Senators 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  asking  in  effect,  that 
he  make  it  a  vigorously  pursued  objec¬ 
tive  of  oiu:  foreign  policy  to  arrive  at  an 
agreement  for  universal  disarmament. 
This  proposal  which  he  had  already 
made  on  October  24  last,  was  referred  to 
a  United  Nations  committee  and  is  pro¬ 
ceeding  along  its  slow  routine  course 
through  the  complicated  machinery  of 
that  organization. 

The  President  answered  in  a  letter  of 
March  14,  expressing  interest  and  a  de¬ 
sire  to  consider  the  matter  further  with 
us.  Both  our  letter  of  February  26  and 
the  President’s  letter  of  March  14  were 
put  into  the  Record  where  interested 
Senators  may  read  them  in  the  March 
6  and  March  15  Issues. 

It  is  the  feeling  on  the  part  of  many 
of  us  that  these  proposals  are  still  not 
presented  or  pursued  with  the  vigor  ap¬ 
propriate  to  their  importance.  Em¬ 
phasis  is  given  to  this  Judgment  on  our 
part  by  the  letter  from  President  Shver- 
nik  of  the  Soviet  Republic  in  answer  to 
the ’letter  which  was  written  to  him  by 
our  President  in  accordance  with  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  11  expressing  the 
friendship  of  the  American  people  for 
the  Russian  peoi^e. 
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In  his  reply  President  Shvernik  again 
puts  forward  the  disingenuous  disarma¬ 
ment  proposals  which  his  government 
has  so  often  presented,  namely,  that 
atomic  weapons  should  be  barred  and 
other  forms  of  weapons  reduced.  These 
proposals  can  be  more  bluntly  stated  by 
saying  that  the  United  States  should 
completely  disarm  in  the  weapons  in 
which  it  is  strongest,  while  a  propor¬ 
tional  decrease  should  be  negotiated  in 
the  elements  of  military  power  in  which 
Russia  is  strongest. 

The  final  answer  to  such  uncandid 
Soviet  proposals  is  to  be  found  in  our 
project  for  complete  disarmament.  The 
government  which  proposes  that  will  be 
indubitably  a  government  which  seeks 
peace.  The  government  which  objects 
to  that  will  be  one  which  is  not  honestly 
looking  for  peace  but  for  the  advantages 
of  a  partial  and  self-advantageous 
disarmament. 

Among  the  Senators  and  Representa¬ 
tives  who  signed  the  letter  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  are  a  number  who  feel  that  further 
action  should  be  taken  at  this  time.  This 
proposed  action  has  been  put  in  the  form 
of  a  resolution  which  I  now  read  into  the 
Record.  I  am  reading  it  at  this  time  in¬ 
stead  of  formally  presenting  it  because 
we  foimd  at  the  time  we  sent  oiur  letter 
to  the  President  that  there  were  many 
who  regretted  that  they  had  had  no 
opportunity  to  join  with  us  in  that  mat¬ 
er.  By  putting  the  proposed  resolution 
into  the  Record  at  this  time,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  will  be  given  to  all  Senators  to 
read  It  and  consider  it  and  decide 


whether  or  not  they  wish  to  go  on  the 
resolution  as  sponsors. 

The  resolution  which  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  reads  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Soviet  Government  has  made 
It  clear  by  word  and  deed  that  It  plans  world 
conquest  and  the  extension  of  communism 
throughout  every  continent;  and 
Whereas  the  armed  force  of  the  Soviet 
Union  and  its  satellites  has  been  the  deter¬ 
mining  factor  in  enabling  Communist  mi¬ 
norities  to  conquer  and  enslave  free  nations 
and  free  people  in  denial  of  the  worth  of  the 
individual  and  the  laws  of  God;  and 
Whereas  these  conditions  have  compelled 
and  will  continue  to  compel  the  United 
States  and  other  free  nations  to  arm  them¬ 
selves  strongly  and  resolutely;  and 
Whereas  this  armament  race  may  very 
Ukely  lead  to  war  as  others  have  in  the  past; 
and 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  world,  whether 
enslaved  or  free,  whether  serving  Communist 
masters  or  determining  their  own  destinies 
wUl  in  that  event  suffer  miseries  which  can¬ 
not  even  be  imagined;  and 
Whereas  in  supporting  this  massive  arma¬ 
ment,  their  standard  of  living  Is  being  held 
down  and  their  freedom  restrained:  There¬ 
fore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  United  States  Senate  {the 
House  concurring).  That,  in  the  interests 
of  all  men  everywhere,  it  be  the  declared 
purpose  of  this  country  to  achieve  interna¬ 
tional  disarmament,  so  that  these  burdens 
and  these  calamities  may  be  lifted  from  the 
backs  of  the  people  of  the  earth;  and  to  ac¬ 
complish  this  piu-pose;  be  it  further 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  mged,  in  accordance  with  his  al¬ 
ready  annoxmced  purpose,  to  pursue  that 
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objective  by  all  appropriate  means,  includ¬ 
ing— 

(a)  Obtaining  agreement  of  all  nations  to 
a  complete  inventory  of  all  armaments,  with 
continuous  and  expert  inspections  of  such 
armaments  under  United  Nations  auspices; 

(b)  Obtaining  agreement  among  nations 
for  universal  regulations  and  reduction  of 
armaments  under  adequate  and  dependable 
guarantee  against  violation; 

(c)  Obtaining  agreement  among  nations 
for  such  freedoms  of  Interchange  of  com¬ 
munications  and  persons  as  will  insure  re¬ 
liable  information  to  all  peoples  as  to  the 
activities  of  other  people  beyond  their  na¬ 
tional  borders;  and 

(d)  Obtaining  agreement  among  nations 
to  provide  the  United  Nations  with  armed 
forces  as  provided  by  the  Charter;  and  be 
it  further 

Resolved,  That  these  proposals  and  en¬ 
deavors  be  permanently  In  effect  until  ac¬ 
cepted  and  be  repeatedly  and  continuoiisly 
offered  as  an  evidence  of  our  honest  deter¬ 
mination  to  achieve  world  peace;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That,  in  support  of  the  energies 
and  resources  released  for  raising  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  all  peoples  when  the  burden  of  arma¬ 
ment  has  been  lifted,  our  Government 
pledges  Itself  to  devote  such  part  of  its  own 
released  energies  and  resoiuces  as  can  be 
wisely  used  to  assist  other  peoples  to  de¬ 
velop  their  resources  and  establ^h  their 
self-support;  and,  finally,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary-General  of  the  United  Nations,  and 
to  each  United  Nations  delegate,  and  also 
that  copies  be  transmitted  to  the  presiding 
officer  of  every  national  parliament,  congress, 
and  deliberative  assembly  throughout  the 
world. 
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The  difficulties  of  preparing  such  a 
resolution  are  obvious.  There  are  dif¬ 
ferences  of  opinion  with  regard  to  de¬ 
tails  among  those  who  feel  strongly 
about  the  value  of  the  undertaking  itself. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  prepare  a  reso¬ 
lution  which  would  be  completely  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  all  who  might  wish  to  be  con¬ 
nected  with  the  undertaking. 

The  suggestion  is  that  those  who  wish 
to  be  sponsors  accept  the  resolution  in 
principle,  reserving  the  right  to  support 
amendments  in  committee  and  further 
amendments  if,  as  we  hope,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  comes  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
The  following  Senators  will  be  glad  to 
record  the  desire  of  any  Senator  for  co¬ 
sponsorship:  Mr.  Gillette,  Mr.  Hen¬ 
drickson,  Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Mag- 
NusoN,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr. 
Mundt,  Mr.  Robertson,  Mr.  Smith  of 
New  Jersey,  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Stennis,  Mr.  Thye,  Mr.  Tobey,  Mr. 
Sparkman,  Mr.  Lehman,  Mr.  Langer,  Mr. 
Nixon,  and  Mr.  Wherry. 

Our  country  is  extending  itself  to  the 
limit  of  economic  and  social  safety  in 
its  preparation  of  arms  and  armament 
for  defense.  In  so  doing,  it  is  taking 
advantage  of  but  half  of  its  resources 
and  capacities.  The  other  half — the 
mobilization  of  psychological  and  spirit¬ 
ual  forces — demands  that  this  project 
for  total  world  disarmament  be  urgently 
prosecuted.  Without  it,  we  may  bleed 
ourselves  white  for  years  without  any 
conclusive  result  save  a  slow  economic 
and  political  disintegration.  This  is  a 
firm  expectation  and  clear  objective  of 
the  Kremlin. 


If  to  our  material  preparedness  we 
add  the  psychological  and  spiritual  mo¬ 
bilization,  of  which  this  resolution  is  an 
instance,  we  can  win  through  to  a  victory 
which  will  not  be  for  ourselves  alone  but 
for  all  the  peoples  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  support  of  the  reso¬ 
lution  which  has  been  read  into  the 
Record  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders].  1  became  a  cosponsor 
of  the  resolution  because  I  believe  in  the 
fundamental  principle  involved.  Al¬ 
though  I  question  one  or  two  paragraphs 
in  the  resolution,  I  have  not  raised  any 
objection,  not  desiring  to  impede  the 
progress  of  the  very  worthy  objective 
which  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has  in 
mind. 

As  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has 
stated,  the  principle  of  universal  dis¬ 
armament  should  be  constantly  reiter¬ 
ated,  both  by  our  Government  and  other 
governments,  and  we  should  never  let 
the  subject  rest.  That  is  the  objective 
of  all  of  us.  At  the  same  time  that  I 
am  supporting  the  fundamental  principle 
involved,  I  am  also  engaged  in  hearings 
on  proposed  legislation  in  support  of  a 
military  and  economic  program  for  Eu¬ 
rope  because  I  believe  that  at  this  mo¬ 
ment  our  military  preparedness  is  ex¬ 
ceedingly  essential  to  the  safety  and 
security  of  our  own  country  and  the 
military  preparedness  of  the  European 
countries. 

So,  Mr.  President,  with  those  obser¬ 
vations,  I  wish  to  support  very  heartily 
the  spirit  of  the  resolution  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 
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